1/25/74 


Dear Paul, 

idfton is up to his old trick, those you first preferred to pretend he did not 
practise then tliat they were inconsequential and not lacking in ethical or moral 
deficiencies. 

I have Jiad two dependable reports of this in the past month, pne this week. 

3o, I write to ask two things of you! one that you be alert to this and not & 
in any way help him with his project, including even what is public, for the fact tliat 
any of xay work is public in any fox® does not diminish the rights I have to it tinelud- 
ing court papers) ; and second, what you have never done and I believe should, inform tie 
of any at-enpts of any kind dealing with any material. 

His interest this tine is commerical, depiste whatever you nap think or what he 
may say. I heard from Ills associates December 19. was not until after this that he 
started what has comeback to me. 

Those who were in direct touch with me were to have been in touch again. Instead 
Dave, who has been, their associate, started up. Kore precisely, I did not hear of it 
until after that call. 

Wednesday I placed a pe sons- to— person call to two of the jieoplo whose names I 
had been given, the one who .'-.poke to me said the superior of that person. I got no call 
back then or yesterday. I'll wait until next week to write them, to give them plenty 
of chance to call me, then I'll write them. I do not presume that p iope in their busi- 
ness hold tightly to high principle but I will make a rccod, with ever;'' intention of 
doing whatever I can if some kind of thievery should result in some kind of use. 

This is not much less unpleasant to think of than it is to know what - have been 
told or to realize tliat people who do hold some principle maintain a relationship with 
Dave despite his endlessly repeated proofs of his own dishonesty, it is immaterial if 
his emotional health is causative for the ends are the same. 

The comuerical success of Executive Action seem to be the immediate inspiration. 

1 have not seen the novie. I refused four invitations, two from those who were 
distributing it. The book was too much, “y objections are limited to its pretenses, 
not anything that anybody believed he should write, nothing about the book or the movie 
is at all honest. 1 find this unpleasant enough. 1 hap .en to feci tliat the end result 
is not helpful to us. Whatever my opinion is worth to you, I tell you that my mail has 
been unusually heavy beginning about October 1 and that almost 10Qb of it is not attribut- 
able to Executive Action. Nobody referred to the book, kerhaps two referred to tlie movie, 
in no case favorably and in ell cases asking questions about it. So, I see no help in it 
to what some of us seek, any more than I do in the extensive attention Garrison got. In- 
evitably, as I hope by now you realise, all this kind of drek diminishes credibility 
and reduces the prospects of rational and reasonable work. This kind of awful stuff lends 
itself remarkably well to belaind-the-scenes vises bji those who have the power, the capabil- 
ity, the inspiration itnd motive. 

Bach of us 3ms individual beliefs and ills own standards of ethics ana morality. You 
need not share ny view that he who would teach the pope religion should himself go to 
church. You ;aay tkLso prefer to shun liatever you night find unpleasant, .-nd it is inevi- 
table that although you have not reported it to me, you have to know of these efforts by 
Dave to steal, for you are almost alone in not having reported some to me. And your 
education lias been in an era in which recognized scholarship is c- nerally based on some 
kind of stealing of the work of Others. I have for years trusted you with work nobody else 
has done and with the specific understanding that you were not to let anyone know about it. 
You knew I isad Dave in particular in kind, bo, put this to you on a simple basis of keeping 

trust an d acting like a genuine friend, not an ostrich. If I donot expect you to report 
any such effort, x would appreciate it vere much if vo*j 


